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Department of Energy OUS=
Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352

04-AMCP-0452 OCT 4 2004

Mr. Nicholas Ceto, Program Manager
Office of Environmental Cleanup
Hanford Project Office

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
712 Swift Boulevard, Suite 5
Richland, Washington 99352

It 0T 200
.Dear Mr. Ceto: EDMG

TRANSMITTAL OF THE REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY (RVFS) WORK
PLAN FOR THE 200-ZP-1 GROUNDWATER OPERABLE UNIT, DOE/RIL-2003-55,
REVISION 0

This letter transmits the subject document to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for

approval (Attachment 1). This document is being submitted to EPA as a primary document under

the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement) Action Plan,

Section 9.0, “Documents and Records.” Comments provided by EPA on the draft versions of the

document have been incorporated into Revision 0, as appropriate. Responses to EPA comments are
_included for your information (Attachment 2).

Additionally, in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan, Section 11.6 “Other Work
Plans and Supporting Schedules,” RL is submitting the Tri-Party Agreement Change Request
M-15-04-02 for your review and approval (Attachment 3). The change request proposes interim
milestones for the submittal of the Remedial Investigation Report and the Feasibility Study/Proposed
Plan which are major tasks specified in the work plan. As defined in the Tri-Party Agreement
Action Plan, Section 12.0, “Changes to the Agreement,” we request EPA to act on the proposed
Tri-Party Agreement change form within 14 days following receipt of the attached signed change
package. ' '

We look forward to recciving your approval of these documents in the near future. If you have any

questions, please contact me, or your staff may contact Matt McCormick, Assistant Manager
for the Central Plateau, on (509) 373-9971, or Joel Hebdon, Office of Environmental Services, on

(509) 376-6657 for regulatory issues.
Sincerely. L
(it

eith A. Klein
' AMCP:ACT Manager

Attachments

cc: Seepage 2
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J. A. Hedges, Ecology

J. J. Fiore, EM-43

I. B. Price, Ecology
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COMMENT RESPONSES —
DOE[RL-ZOOS-SS DRAFT A, 200-ZP-1 OPERABLE UNIT WORK PLAN

' A meeting was held among FH, its subcontractor EQM, RL, EPA, and Ecology on March 29, 2004, to discuss resolution of EPA comments on the
200-ZP-1 work plan (under EPA oversight) and coordination with the 200-UP-1 work plan (under Ecology oversight). Attendees were Mark Byrnes,
Dave Erb, and John Winterhalder (FH); Mitzi Miller, Al Robinson, and Nancy Welliver (EQM); Arlene Tortoso (RL); Dennis Faulk (EPA); and
Zelma Jackson (Ecology). A second meeting was held April 19, 2004, with Dennis Faulk (EPA), Arlene Tortoso (RL), and Mark Byrnes (FH) to obtam
EPA’s input on latest comment resolutions.

Comments from Dennis Faulk (EPA

Section 1.0, This paragraph says that the DNAPL investigation nged as fi

page 1-3, is ontside the scope of this work plan. This is .

3% paragraph | incorrect. This work is an integral part of the “The presence or absence of dense nonaqueous phase liquids (DNAPLSs) in
RI/FS and should be described as such. This the 200-ZP-1 OU and its three-dimensional distribution within the QU is |
work should also be inclyded in the schedule. recognized as a data gap that needs to be filled to gupport the CERCLA

RI/FS process. The DNAPL investigations in the vadose zone and
‘groundwater in the vicinity of the 216-Z-9 Trénch are currently being
addressed by DOE/RL-2003-41, Rev. 0, Sampling and Analysis Plan for
Investigation of Dense Nonagueous Phase Liguid Carbon Tetrachloride at |
the 216-Z-9 Trench. A separate sampling and analysis plan will be '
prepared to address the remainder of the DNAFL charactlerization strategy
identified in Section 6.5 of DOE/RL-2001-01, Rev. 0, Plutonium/Crganic-
Rich Process Condensate/Process Waste Group Operable Unit RI/FS
Work Plan: Includes the 200-PW-1, 200-PW-3, and 200-PW-6 Operable
Units. This DNAPL characterization data shall be available to support the
CERCLA RI/FS project schedule identified in Figure 6-1 of this work
plan. RI is committed to complete DNAPL investigations in the’
timeframe specified in Figure 6-1 and DOE/RL-2001-01, Rev. 0.”

Figure 6-1 has been updated to note that DNAPL characterization will be
performed from October 1, 2004, through March 31, 2007. Tri-Party
Agreement Milestone M-015-00C (December 31, 2008) has also been
added to Figure 6-1 to note when all CERCLA RI/FS documents (through
the proposed plan) need to be completed.

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resofution - 1- ' DRAFT April 6, 2004



EPA | Section 1.1, The text should state that the listing of potential Section 1.1 has been modified to the point that the comment no longer
page 1-3, remedies is not all-inclusive. applies.
1* paragraph
Section 5.4 text has been modified as follows: .
“General response actions will be developed that may include, but are not
limited to, the following:
s No action
e Tustitutional controls
s Monitoring natural attenuation
e Permeable or impermeable containment
s  Air sparging
¢  Pump-and-treat.”
Section 5.4 text has also been expanded to provide a general description of
each of the above response actions. '
3. EPA | Section 1.1, Change wells to investigations. Change made as requested.
[ page 1-4,
1* paragraph, last
sentence
4. EPA Section 5.1.2, This paragraph discusses groundwater sampling. = | The following text has been added to the end of Section 5.1.2:
1* paragraph A discussion should be added on how new data ' '

: may be used. For example, new information “If fature characterization activities identify areas of high conceniration
indicates that the pump-and-treat needs to be (e.g., above the 2,000 to 3,000 ppb action level specified in the interim
expanded to capture the high-concentration ROD), then RL and EPA shall discuss expansion of the treatment system.”
carbon tetrachloride plume. Decision logic should
be provided in this or another section to account
for the need for early action prior to completion of
the RI/FS process.

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution

DRAFT April 6, 2004



5. EPA

Section 5.1.3,
page 5-2

This section should be expanded to provide the
rationale for additional COCs. In addition,
change closing to decision making.

The first paragraph of Section 5.1.3 has been completely rewritten for
clarification as follows:

5.1.3 Additional Contaminants of Concern

“During the preparation of the 200-ZP-1 DQO summary report (FH
2003b), a number of historical documents were researched for the purpose
of identifying a comprehensive list of COPCs that should be taken into
consideration when going through the CERCLA RI/FS process. A number
of these COPCs were able to be eliminated after reviewing historical
analytical data, radioactive half-life, soil adsorption, and toxicity. Those
COPCs that were retained became the COCs that are undergoing
evaluation in this work plan. The DQO summary report (FII 2003b),
Appendix D containg a list of all COPCs and the rationale for their
inclusion or exclusion ag COCs.

The implementation strategy to obtain information regarding these
additional COCs is to sample specific wells in high concentration areas of
the plumes and/or at wells immediately downgradient from selected waste
sites. Two rounds of sampling are scheduled: the first in FY04, and the
second in FY06. The results of the two initial sampling and analysis
gvents will be evaluated and, if one or more of these additional COCs are
detected above the target action levels as specified in Table A1-7
{Appendix A), the supporting SAP will be updated to add these COCs to
the routine sampling program. If the additional COCs are not detected
above these levels during the first two sampling events, they will not be
considered further in the RT/FS process. Table A3-3 in the SAP
(Appendix A) presents the wells that have been chosen for this additional
sampling. These wells will be analyzed for the COCs listed in Table A2-1
(Appendix A) according to the listed methods.”

6. EPA

Section 5.1.4,
page 5-3

Be clear that this section is specific to carbon
tetrachloride.

Changes have been made to this section to clarify that the purpose is
broader than siraply addressing the carbon tetrachloride plume; and that
modeling input parameters from wells “C.” “H,” and 299-W15-46 are
anticipated to be adequate to support the 200-ZP-1 RI/FS process.

Section 5.1.4 text has been modified as follows:

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution
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5.1.4 Modeling Input Parameters _
“Specific modeling input parameters have been identified as being needed
to support the modeling of the carbon tetrachloride and a variety of other
contaminant plumes within the 200-ZP-1 OU, Modeling input parameters
‘(e.g., Ky, hydranlic conductivity, particle size, and cafion exchange
capacity) are needed to adequately model potential contaminant movement
in the saturated zonte. The saturated zone sediments in the 200-ZP-1 QU
have been extensively characterized in the past, and this historical data will
be used to support modeling activities. However, the DQO (FH 2003h)
supporting this work plan identified the need for additional modeling
inputs (see Appendix A, Tables Al-6 and A2-2). These inputs will be
collected from the saturated zone of three selected wells (new wells “C,”
“TL” and 299-W15-46) within the 200-ZP-1 QU as they are being
installed, or will be collected from these selected wells following well
installation (e.g., well development and aquifer testing). These three wells
were selected based on professional judgment to be representative of the
218-W-4B/218-W-2 Burial Grounds, T Plant, and Z Plant, respectively.
The approximate locations for new wells “C,” “H,” and 299-W15-16 are
shown on the plate map found in Appendix C. All three of the selected
wells are located within multiple contaminant plumes and were selected to
fulfill multiple data needs as noted in Table A1-6. While the initial
purpose for sclecting new wells C and 299-W15-46 was to provide
missing data related to the carbon tetrachloride plume, these locations will
also be representative of a variety of other contaminants that may be
“originating from the 218-W-4B/ 218-W-2 Burial Grounds and Z Plant,
respectively. New well “H” is positioned near the center of multiple
plumes (including wranium, iodine, tritium, TCE, and nifrate) to assist in
characterizing the three dimensional distribution of these contamimants in
the vicinity of T Plant. It is anticipated that the data obtained from these
wells will supplement existing data and allow modeling of the movement
of contaminants in the 200-ZP-1 groundwater that is adequate to support
the RI process.” '

(The last two paragraphs of this section remain unchanged)

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution
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EPA Section 5.1.9, It appears that several of these research questions | The title of this section was misleading and has been changed from “5.1.9
page 5-5 are critical to the decision-making processing. Sampling Design for Hanford Science and Teclinology Research Support”
The information should be stated as such, to “5.1.9 Sampling Design for Microscopic and Geochemical Analyses.”
You are correct that the retardation analyses, sorption studies, and
microscopic analyses will be very useful in supporting risk calculations
and understanding contaminant movement at the microscopic level,
8. EPA Section 5.3, This section talks about modeling but fails to Section 5.3 will be changed as follows:
page 5-7, mention that one of the putposes of data
1* paragraph collection is to reduce uncertainty in the model 5.3 Groundwater Models and Risk Assessment

predictions.

.groundwater. For example, vadose zone transport of COCs to the

“In order to calculate cleanup levels and predict contaminant migration
rates in the vadose zone and groundwater, an integrated modeling system
is required that is capable of predicting the movement of contaminants
through the vadose zone to the groundwater, and subsequently on to the
Columbia River. Several of the decision statements (1DSs) and decision
rules (DRs) in Tables A1-3 and Al-4 (Appendix A) require the application
of professional judgment regarding the adequacy of current information to
predict future movement of the COCs from the vadose zone into the
groundwater. These decisions will likely be based on iterations of System.
Assessment Capability (SAC) using the Sitewide groundwater model
and/or other Hanford Site and area-specific modeling tools (Kincaid et al.
1998, Bryce et al. 2002). Since these models are critical to the RI
decision-making process, it is impottant to reduce the uncertainty in the
model predictions as much as possible. The data gathering effort
described in Sections 5.1.1 through 5.1.9 above is anticipated to reduce
uncertainty in model predictions by using actual field condition input data
as opposed to data obtained from literature.

The SAC framework uses accepted models for specific portions of the
process of COC movement from waste site, to the vadose zone, to the

groundwater is modeled using the Subsurface Transport Over Multiple
Phases (STOMP) code; groundwater transport to the river uses the
Coupled Fluid, Energy, and Soluble Transport (CFEST) code. Because
the SAC is a framework, upgrades and different models could be
accommodated in the future to refine the estimates of COC movement in a
specific location or media.” '

200-721*-1 Work Plan Comment Resclution

DRAFT April 6, 2004



(The last paragr ph o ins the same. Several p ges 0
additional text has been added to provide specific details on the SAC
model.)

9. EPA | Section 5.4, This paragraph contains the statement “...address | This section has been completely rewritten and expanded to provide more
page 5-10, agreed-upon risks.” What does this statement details on what will be addressed in the feasibility study and details on the
1* paragraph mean? preliminary list of response actions that will be considered. This comment
no longer applies to the new section.
10. EPA | Section 6.0, This section on schedule should provide the, Text has been added to Section 6.0 to note that “Due to the complexity of
page 6-1 rationale for why a 4-year RUI'S schedule is completing the DNAPL ¢haracterization within the 200-ZP-1 OU, 4 years
warranted. In addition, the final schedule will is required to complete this CERCLA RI/FS process as opposed to the
need to include agreed-to milestones for the RI typical 3-year period that is commonly used for other Hanford RI/ES
report and the FS/proposed plan. processes.”
11, EPA | Table AI-7, Thetarget levels for the core Zone are not As agreed in a March 29, 2004, meeting between EPA, Ecology, RL, FH,
| page A-15 appropriate, These levels will be set once the and EQM, the specific values in the column headed “Core Zone Target

points of compliance are established.

“Table A1-7 identifies the basis for establishing the preliminary target

Action Levels” will be labeled “TBD” and discussion inserted in the table
to indicate that the core zone target action levels will be estimated during
the RI report. The basis of deciston for a given plume inside the core zone
will be modeling. If one or more target action levels are exceeded at

a “point of calculation.” then some form of remedial action may be
required.

Text in Section A1.3.10 has been ﬁlodiﬂed as follows:

Al1.3.10 Preliminary Target Action Levels

action level for each of the COCs. As discussed in the RI/FS DQO
suramary report (FH 2003b), préliminary target action levels were
provided for two zones: the groundwater ingide the core zone, and the
groundwater outside the core zone; Qutside core zone preliminary target
action limits were chosen to reflect an unrestricted-use scenario.
Typically, the preliminary target action limits outside the core zone were
assumed to be primary or secondary drinking water limits, or

WAC 173-340 limits. Inside the core zone, it was assumed in general that
if groundwater COC concentrations were more than 10 times the
preliminary target action levels outside the core zone, remedial action may
be considered. Subsequent to the DQO process, a more systematic and
rigorous approach was agreed to between RL and EPA. It was determined

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution
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“would be the lower of primary and secondary drinking water standards, or

that points of calculation would be established inside and ouiside of the
core zone. Outside the core zone, the preliminary target action levels

WAC 173-340 levels. Inside the core zone, the preliminary target action
levels for a specific plume and COC would be a level predicted by
modeling such that the preliminary target action levels outside of the core
zone would not exceed the levels provided in Table Al1-7. The four points
of calculation that will be used when performing risk assessments include
the Columbia River, Central Platean boundary, four corners of the

200 West Area, and the center of the largest groundwater contamination
plume,

Numerical values provided.in Table AI-7 are important in order to obtain
appropriate analytical support and to provide an initial level against which
preliminary decisions can be made as to the importance of a given COC
and potential remediation needs. The numerical values for the final
regulatory action levels both inside and outside the core zone at the various
points of calculation will be established in the feasibility study and the
final Record of Decision, and will supersede the values in Table A1-7.”

{Note: Current Table A1-7 will be replaced with the one in the format of
the 200-UP-1 work plan [DOE/RL-92-76, Rev. 1, Draft B]. This format
shows the supporting regulatory limits and other information nsed to
determine the preliminary target action levels.)

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution

DRAFT April 6, 2004



Page 1.2,
Figure 1-1

Pleasc revise figure to show the 200-ZP-1
Operable Unit.

The figure will be revised to show the dividing line that separates the
200-ZP-1 OU from the 200-UP-1 OU. The north-pointing arrow and
foot/meter scale have been removed from the figure in order to avoid the
document being designated as “Official Use Only.” Aftached is an
example of how the new figure will appear.

2. RL Page 1-3,
2" paragraph

The DNAPL remedial investigétion associated

with the 200-ZP-1 OU groundwater should be part

of this work plan. Also, there is no funding for

the Phase II DNAPL investigation from EM-50.

Please revise the paragraph accordingly.

Text has been changed as follows:

“The presence or absence of dense nonageous phase liquids (DNAPLs) in
the 200-ZP-1 OU and its three-dimensional distribution within the OU is
rocognized as a data gap that needs to be filled to support the CERCLA
RI/F'S process, The DNAPL investigations in the vadose zone and
groundwater in the vicinity of the 216-Z-9 Trench are currently being
addressed by DOE/RL-2003-41, Rev. 0, Sampling and Analysis Plan for
Investigation of Dense Nonagqueous Phase Liguid Carbon Tetrachloride
at the 216-Z-9 Trench. A separate sampling and analysis plan will be
prepared 1o address the remainder of the DNAPL characterization strategy |-
identified in Section 6.5 of DOE/RL-2001-01, Rev. 0, :
Plutonium/Organic-Rich Process Condensate/Process Wasie Group
Operable Unit RVES Work Plan: Includes the 200-PW-1, 200-PW-3, and
200-PW-6 Operable Units. This DNAPL characterization data shall be
available to support the CERCLA RI/FS project schedule identified in
Figure 6-1 of this work plan. RL is committed to complete DNAPL
investigations in the timeframe specified in Figure 6-1 and
DOEMRL-2001-01, Rev. 0.7

Figure 6-1 has been updated to note that DNAPL, characterization will be
performed from Qctober 1, 2004, through March 31, 2007, Tri-Party
Agreement Milestone M-015-00C (December 31, 2008) has also been
added to Figure 6-1 to note when all CERCLA RI/FS documents (through
the proposed plan) need to be completed. _

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution
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age 3-1,
Section 3-1,
2" paragraph

Although the various requirements associated
with the JRM are not part of the scope of this
work plan, the information provided by the TRM
will be needed for evaluating the effectiveness,
cost, ete., of the pump-and-treat system for the
feasibility study process. Suggest revising the last
sentence to address this,

Section 3.1 will be revised as follows:

“It should be noted that an TRM was undertaken for the carbon
tetrachioride plume in the 200-ZP-1 OU and, to date, no limited field
investigation has been initiated. Although the various requirements
associated with the TRM are not part of the scope of this work plan, the
information provided by the IRM is needed to support decision making .
(i.e., evaluating the effectiveness, cost, étc., of the pump-and-treat system)
in the feasibility study process.

Pape 5-3,
Section 5.1.4,
2™ paragraph

The last sentence should be corrected to refer to
Table 5-2.

Section 5.1.4 will be corrected as follows:

“...These samples shall be analyzed for the parameters identified in
Table A2-2 (Appendix A) and Table 5-2.7

Page 5-5,
Section 5.1.8

The DNAPL characterization as it relates to a
continuing source to groundwater needs to be
discussed and included in this work plan. Please
revise this section to remove the reference to the
DNAPL characterization conducted as part of the
Alternative Projects funded by DOE, Office of
Science and to include how the work plan will
address the DNAPL data gap.

Section 5.1.8 has been rewritten using the same text presented above in
response to RL Comment #2.

Page A-1,
Section A1.0

The sampling and analysis plan supports the
RIFS work plan. Suggest omitting the first three
sentences or revising them to focus on the RI/FS
process rather than groundwater monitoring,

The first three sentences have been deleted. The first paragraph of
Section A1.0 will be changed to read as follows:

“This sampling and analysis plan (SAP) identifies the type, quantity, and
quality of the'data needed to better ¢characterize groundwater in support of
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (CERCLA) remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS)
process. The SAP will rely on data from the current and planned
groundwater monitoring well network for the 200 West Area 200-ZP-1
Groundwater Operable Unit (OU), as defined in the previous RI/ES data
guality objectives (DQO) summary report (FH 2003b).”

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution

DRAFT April 6, 2004



7. RL Page A-10,
Section A1.3.

Suggest adding a subsection to address design and
sampling to address data gaps to evaluate the
nature and extent of contamination for the RI/FS
process.

identified as being needed to address all of the CERCLA. RY/FS decisions

eollwmg new text has been added to Section Al.3;

“This section presents a summary of the supplemental data that was

identified in the DQO summary report (FH 2003b). This supplemental
data includes the installation of eight new monitoring wells to fill gaps
identified in the groundwater monitoring network, and adding additional
analyses to samples collected from a number of monitoring wells in the
network. These supplemental analyses will determine if COCs identified
in historical documents (which have not historically been tested for) are
impacting groundwater quality. The supplemental data needs also include
the collection of physical, geological, hydraulic, and geochemical
property data and the collection of aquifer test data needed to support I‘lSk
modeling calculations. Additional deep soil and groundwater
characterization data is needed to define the three dimensional distribution
of contamination within the aquifer, as well determine the presence or
absence and three dimensional distribution of DNAPI..”

8. RL Page A-33,
Section A.3.2.1,
| 1" sentence

Suggest omitting the word “eventual” in the
sentence,

Word “eventual” has been omitted from the sentences as requested.

200-ZP-1 Work Plan Comment Resolution
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Date:6-30-04
Subject: EPA comments on 200-ZP-1 Draft Work Plan, Meeting 6/22/04

Attendees:

Mark Byrnes, FH

" Dennis Faulk, EPA
Arlene Tortoso, DOE
Al'Robinson, EQM

EPA comments on the draft 200-ZP-1 Workplan were discussed. Al Robinson was asked
by Mark Byrnes to draft the incorporation of comments and send a draft to the meeting
participants. The comments and their draft resolution are listed below.



Draft-Resolution of 2™ Set of EPA comments reselution-fromreceived during -6-22-04 Meeting, 200-ZP-1 Work Plan, DOE/RL-2003-55,

Rev 0 :
No Comment Document Comment Proposed Resolution
' | Originator Location
1. EPA (D. Page ES-2 Remove “contract” from | Bullet now will read;
Faulk) “contract detection limit” :
in the Executive »  Preliminary target action levels outside the core zone were determined for
Summary. COCs based on the more stringent standard of maximum contaminant level
values or Model Toxic Control Act (Washington Administrative
Code 173-340) values. These values were modified as appropriate if the
background levels or eentract-required detection limits were above the
regulatory limits. For some contaminants, regulatory limits were
unavailable, and other applicable or relovant and appropriate requirements
may be used to determine appropriate target action levels, '
2. EPA (D. Page ES-3, Remove reference to Sentence removed,

Faulk) ;Zi:gg;%laﬂ MSE work. It is anticipated that the SAC will help predict behavior of contaminants such as
movement through various media, concentrations, locations, and effect on
environmental receptors. Worl-being performoed-by-MSE Technology-Applications
may-help-understand-uranium-partitioning-hohavior-and-eould-be-used-to-suppert

3. EPA (D. Page 5-20, last | Remove the part of the Paragraph will now read- .

Fautk) paragraph sentence that discusses grapaw ’

why the community The Tri-Parties conduct public involvement and information activities both
relations plan will not be: | cooperatively and independently. The community relations plan intends to fulfill
developed, applicable state and Federal Jaws regarding development of community involvement




Note: Also remove from
UP-1 Work Plant

and public participation plans. The plan also serves as one of the overall public
participation plans guiding public involvement at the Hanford Site, Additional
project-specific public participation plans are developed as needed at the Hanford Site.
For the 200-ZP-1 Groundwater Project, a project-specific community relations plan is
not planned. to-be-developed-because-the-projest-is-nettechnisally-complex-norbas-it
attracted-sulficient-public-interest-up-to-this pomt-in-Hme to-warrant-the-development

e es-A Change Controj Form is currently being

EPA (D. Page 6-2, Need a change package Astion
Faulk) Project for the RI Report and prepared. that will identify the milestone dates for the issuaunce of the draft Remedial
Schedule. Feasibility Investigation Report and Feasibility Study/Proposed Plan. These dates are being
o Study/Proposed Plan, added to Figure 6-1.
Need to show triangles for
deliverables. :
Egupfk()}l g;lgnt;d];Su-get % glz?iltti{')s z:laieﬂgﬁffl:: End of bullet and end of paragraph revised as below;
and not contained in the Inside the core zone, the preliminary target action levels for a specific plume and COC
same words on | largest (CCH4) plome will | would be a level predicted by modeling such that the preliminary target action levels
Page A-16, also be evaluated using outside-of the-dere-zone-would not exceed the levels provided in Table A1-7. The
bottom of points of calculation. four-points of calculation that will be used when performing risk assessments include
second to last the Columbia River, Central Platean boundary, four corners_of the operable unit
patagraph. boundary, of the200- % est-Arew-and the-center of the largest groundwater
contamination plume (carbon tetrachloride), as well as the center of any other
contaminant plumes that are outside the overlay of the carbon tetrachloride plume (5
ug/L isopletis). For example, a well may be selected from within the high
concentration area of a contaminant plume and modeled to determine the level of
- remediation necessary to return groundwater in the area to the preliminary farget
action levels provided in Table A1-7.
EPA (D. Response to EPA requesteda References to SW-846 Methods being required are found in the TP4 Action Plan,
Faulk) DOE/RL -reference in the TPA that | Attackment 2. Section 6.5 requires the methods for RCRA cleanups and Section 7.8
comment 2 required SW-846 dose the same for CERCLA. Response #2 to DOF/RL comments will be modified to

methods.

read, .

The Quality Assurance Project Plan, Section A2.1 of the SAP (Appendix A),
addresses all of the applicable sections specified by EPA-QA/R5, EPA Requirements

for Quality Assurance Project Plans for Environmental Data Operations. EPA QA/RS




requirements are met through vse of HASQARD. HASQARD, a DOE-RL document
was written to comply with the DOE Order for QA.

HASQARD was systematically crosswalked with EPA QA/RS requirements in 1998,

SW-846 methods are required by the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA Action Plan,
Attachment 2, Sections 6.5 and 7.8).
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b ChhnggNumber Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order ' Date:

Change Control Form _
M'15'04'02 Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink. Septernber 15, 2004
Originator: Arlene Tortoso (RL)/Dale Jackson {RL) Phone: 373-9631/376-8086
Class of Change:
{ 11- Signatories j IX] II - Executive Manager J [ }II - Project Manager

Change Title: 200-ZP-1 CERCLA Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Process

Description/Justification of Change

The Tri-Party Agreement established milestones and dates for completing the waste site investigation effort for the 200 Area by
December 31, 2008, (Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-015-00C) and completing remediation of the 200 Area by September 30
2024 (Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-016-00),

The 200-ZP-1 OU CERCLA RVFS Work Plan (DOE/RL-2003-55, Rev. 0) includes a project schedule with project milestones.
- Based on the CERCLA Work Plan schedule, the following interim milestones have been established for the 200-ZP-1 QU
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study process:

o - M-015-48A: Submit Draft A 200-ZP-1 CERCLA Remedial Investigation Report to EPA — May 31, 2006
s M-015-48B: Submit Draft A 200-ZP-1 CERCLA Feasibility Study/Proposed Plan to EPA — May 31, 2007

These interim milestone dates are consistent with the major Milestones M-015-00C and M-015 -00 which require the completion of
all 200 Area pre-Record of Decision site investigations under approved work plan schedules by December 31, 2008, and the
completion of the. RI/FS process for all operable tmits by December 31, 2008, respectively.

Impact of Change:

Establishes two Tri-Party Agreement Interim Milestones under the M-015 series milestones. Addition of interim milestones under M-015-40.

Affected Documents:

The Tri-Party Agreement, as amended, and Hanford Site internal planning, management, and budget documents (e.g., USDOE and
USDOE contractor Baseline Change Control documents; Multi-Year Work Plan; Sitewide Systems Engineering Control
Documents; Project Management Plans, and, if appropriate, LDR Report requirements). The 200-ZP-1 Operable Unit RI/FS
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